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indeed, until Herr Henlein's speech at Carlsbad in
April I938,1 was to a corporate personality, making
them into something like a state within each state.
This demand served a number of purposes. It was
consistent with the anti-individualism of National
Socialism, it denied the right of an individual to be
guided by his judgment as against his descent, and it
ensured the triumph of one-party and leadership
notions in each minority group. Any German who
chose, as an independent individual to do homage to
the state in which he lived, or who resisted the auth-
ority of the local Nazi leader, more and more ran the
risk, as a Volksverrater* of ostracism and other more
unpleasant experiences. In this way the German
minorities became much more clearly marked off,
much more difficult for the local administration to
control, and much easier for the Reich authorities
to manipulate.
Magyar tradition had immensely retarded such
developments in Hungary, and in 1933, it has been
seen, the infinitely more palatable requests of Professor
Bleycr had been rejected. This had the effect of
immediately transferring the allegiance of some of the
younger Germans in Hungary to the Reich, which now
fed them with a stronger diet than they can ever have
dreamt of. The pressure from Germany steadily
increased, and at Christmas 1935 the Hungarian
Government consequently decreed that the German
minority schools should all be gradually transformed
into the type in which about half the teaching took
1  Actually this claim was first publicly raised in Henlein's speech at Eger
in June 1936.   It was a claim for minority rights such as none of the Minority
Treaties of 19x9 had ever envisaged.
2  Traitor to his Volk> a conception half-way between nation and race.